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, UfcMon Wliicli Slnps the LcgMature
In the Faco,

1!|ehtor" Trtil by Jury

inJ Jincoura^L'H tlia Lowest Courts
la Harass tiie t ress,

Or Deprlro Udlvldo«ta of Their
Liberty auU lToperty.

I Jppealeil lo the Ilish Court of
I I'llhlie O/iiiiiuii.

I TileEopreiiwCoijit ol Appeals ol Wcet

i Vintiols y«aterday rendered 11b jtHljjment
I ja tte matter of the Jnt*llig«nckk con*

I unpt caw Jchn Frow,as publifsher, wrs

I ofdereJ to pay alined $25, and O.B Hart,
I u editor-in-chief, $200, it being declared

I b; Treflitlent Jodge Johneon, tweaking lor

I tie coiff, llu: iheAMwer of the respondent
I Hut bad aggravated tho contempt. Judge
I G/etn dteented with regard to the punishI

nea:, holding that the respondent Hart
B ooybt to be imprisoned, and raising the
I qae«tion whether reapondent'a attorno> s

I were not culpable for submitting such an

anawer. Toe opinion of tho court is a voluft
miooM production. The fines were paid

W jatetdty. ,

Ian iite has excited general interest
I tbrongnout tho State, and hps been
I freely discussed by the newspapers of the

wintry. Tho cominenlB in this city on

I the action of the Court, in overthrowing
I an act of the L^iaiature, declaring that
I the Lexisl&ture imd not intended to and
I conld not, limit the power of tho Supremo
I Court to puniah for conatructive as well fi

sctuif contempt?, ia the subject ol much
I adverse criticism. The action of the ourt
I in the bee of the statute is regarded as a

nrnnwUnff vhifill mar hRVB
flome interest for the next Legislature.

lllSlOltT OK THE CASK.

The Coutrmpiuoun Article nnU Mr. XI.
a UUNHVll'M I'elltlou.

On the IS h of June laat there appeared
in the Isteluukscek tLe following editorialarticle:
jnurtinjDal y Inlc'Jijenur, June 18,18S-J.
The 8w:o campaign seems to be shaping

itself. It leaks out that, the Supreme Court
ol Appeals w to be brought to the rescue in
Bdecision ntlirraingtho unconstitutionality
oi the exemption act, and declaring the
supplemental aeseeeinent order to be lawful
and right. This is, iu eftyct, what waa
promised by the three Supreme Court
Judges to the Democratic caucus before the
order was i&ued. / Itmight be thought strange" that any1
boa* could know what the decision of the
Supreme Court is to bo on any question,
Bat it b.<?emed equally strange that three
oat ol lot»r Judges of the Supreme Court
told the D&oacratic caucus more than a
year ago to godhead and rely on tho backingof the courL
The present understanding ia that the

decision is to be rendered before the meetingo( the Democratic S ate Convention, in
order to simplify the situation. It i3 also
understood that this move ia not intended
to advance the interests oi lion. E. Boydiatrikiier.

_ :Of course-it was not intended that the
parpcee of the court should be made public,and publicity may induce the conrt to
change ita mind, jnst to ehow that somebodyhaa been taking liberties with the
text and misrepresenting the court. We
shallm Tvhat we shall see.
Thia article wf a baBcd primarily on the

jrticle of the Greenbrier Independent of
AuguBt, 1SS3, on other information believedto be true and contained in part in the
Poieodb affidavit,andoncommon rumor reIfttirRto the general subject of the supplementalassessment order, the attitude oftheS'ateadmiuiatration with regard theretoAnd tb» common understanding that theState cfficera hud been advised by the SupremoConrt of Apppala.Jane 25, H. M. Jlaraell, Eeq., attorneyfor the auditor in the eupplemented aesecs-
ment case filed a petition in the SupremeCaart of Appeals reciting the editorialarticle from the Intelligences of June 18,Betting forth that "Tbia article haa evoryappearance of an attempt to affect the decisionol the court in the case of Miller vs.Bacbanan, and to intimidate it into decidingagainst the relator;" laying the matterbefore the court and declaring that heflboold "not feel called upon either to suggestb the court what it shall do inthe matter, nor to take part inthe prceecution of any proceedingswhich may be instituted should the Courtwe fit to act." From this it appeared that

I Mr. Russell was now for the tirsttimebringing the matter before the Court. Mr.KusBell'a statement over his own signatureto Mr. llnbbnrd. of /»nnnoo1
f VWMMWk a (U1 ivU^UUUCUII)IsfaovfB that he had previously commnnifiledwith lha President Judge ol theCourt, re well with regard to tho puniahmentas to the proceeding. Thto remarkabledocument;, made part of the answer ol»8pondente, io elsewhere given.

THE GKtENUKIKK I NDU'EKDENT'H
111! I «(

f

With Crinmrnt* Uj iho Intolllncucer.
Vuctmllenictd for n Ycnr.F^disi Dony Jiiitilljmer, Auatut si, 1SS3.

HOW THEY DID IT. ;>M.The Btaitling icries. of desperate efforts
to increase taxation without letting tl e
people into the secret, not very cunninglyderitcd by tho high priests' ot the Democraticparty iu West Virginia, keeps the
prea ol that party busy denying and ex-
^tuning. Here ia a remarkable explanationirom tlio Greenbrier Independent,"whoee territory wag recently invaded bytlie Board ot Public Works:
,wIheRepublican preen haB criticized moatmerely and unjustly the conduct ol theGovernor and Auditor in giving certaininstructions to the AseeaBora na to theirduties, and has charged that these officialsJive acted arbitrarily and without conferringwith leading members oi their o«rnTirty. We happon to be in a condition toBvs a lew (acta in this connection. notheretofore published, and which, in justothese officials, Bhonld be known.Alter the decision of the Chesapeake &°{w Railway vs. The Auditor, &c., injQich the Court ol Appeals held distinctlyw*t all nroperty not exempt Irom taxalionby &e Constitution, should be taxed, and*cen it was apparent that unleBS thelevervus was increBBed there would not belands sufficient in the Treasury to meet the*VpropiiailoDB which the Legislature hadalready made, the Governor called,togetiie; in conference the leading Demonicmembers ol the Legislature, inclndJJKthe Chairman ol both the Senate andHotae Finance Committees. He madeknown to them the importance ol increasfcithereYenuo,called their attention to

i ..

"

biijfjmjbmii 11)nt me jaw buouiu be made to
conform thereto. Most ot thrum preeont
approved this suggestion, bnt thought that
nt that tiuiH in the seaaion n proper bill
could not bo passed, while Rome thoughtthat in view of the decision of the Court of
)«at resort that further legislation waa un* i
newesary, They all, however, approved of 1
theBDRKustiou that tbo Governor should i
address tnoh a latter ea ho afterwards i
wrote to tho Auditor, and that tho Auditor
flhould ieBue a circular to tho Assessors, instructingthem to assess all property notlegally exempt from taxation. Throe of
the judges ol the Court of Appeals were
consulted as to the scope of their decision, xand to tbem wore submitted tho letter anu
circular, which thoy examined, revised
and approved."
Letters patent ouRht to have been ae« ]cured on a device of this kind before giv jfng ft to the world. The irreducible school afund was exhausted: the State owed $140,- t

ftta i- wl tt » »--- '
uw m n tTuutJiiuK uttiii; me previouB lifg* gielaturo bad dodged a tax levy and ordered t
a reassessment; there were no morefandB [to be taken contrary to law; the sitting rLeglBlature was as lacking in courage as its tCDDBplcuooflly cowardly predeceflaoi ;Mit was u
apparent that unlets the revenue was in- pcreased there would not be lands sufficient cin the treasury to meet the appropriation iiwhich the Legislature had alreadv made." bAnd what waa to be done? When Weat
Virginia Democratic politiciana are about qto do anything ol moment.to "slaU>" a nUnited States Senator or fix up a tax job. bithey call a caucus, not large enough to be titroublesome, ol a nice, handy, manageable rtsize. This tax caucus" aeems to have been ti
a eelect aflair. The Governor, the Auditor, wthe chairman of two committee?, the lead* oing Democratic members of the LegialA- yture.there were not many of these if they b
were all called.and three jadge3 of the a8upreme Court ci
We aie very glad that this painful state- tl

meat does not come.from a Republican ci
newspaper, which might be suspected of j
exulting in the State « shame because of tlthe partisan advantage that might result, hi
If three j tdges of the highest legal tribunal J
in the Suite did conaent to go into secret cipolitical caucus on a matter which might tcbe submitted for the judgement'of their w
Court, it is well that the revelation is made o
by oue in political sympathy with those w

judges, with the caucua in which they took li
a prominent part, and with the outcome of c<that novel meeting. It takes nothing from c<the disgrace of the proceeding that the A
three judges are not said to have eat with tithe members of the Legialature. The bc
Governor and the Auditor were the con* ir
neeting links between the Legislature and tithe judici&i ends of the mixed caucus. The I
managers had decided what to do and how oi
to do it, and the judges "examined, revised Jiand approved" the how. tiHere was a proceeding of which the pub* a
lie was ignorant Not even the Legislature a;
knew what was going on. Not even the h
Democratic side of that Legislature was ad* qvised, only the two chairmen and "the e,
leading Democratic members." The ydouble ended caucus agreed upon a way to tl
help its party out of the mire of financial
difficulty.three judges of the Supreme ci
Court said it wo« a good enough way.and n
9oon the edict went lorlU Jt might be Ci
thought that the Attorney General woold n
have been the proper person to "examine, ti
revise and approve" a circular which weg s<
tn iUpIiitm fn amnhinrn that rnrtnln «at. «

aonal property previously exempt was to pbe (axed by the Damocratto pgjtf in caa- re
cub assembled. The Attorneytt
would have done well enough for an or* ti
dinary occasion,. but here was something li
more than the mere giving an opinion tt
which the Supreme Court might reverse.1 jlSomething more than framing a circular
to put into execution a well-defined law. rr
In the Chesapeake & Ohio case the Su* oi

preme Court had paf*9d upon that case and bi
nothing more. Nothing mora vap before githe court. The officials in charge of tha Ji
State finances wanted to know where the gi
court vrould stand on the act to exempt it
certain prodncts of the wmkBhop and farm, bjand three of the four. Judges of theSu- m
preme Court of Appeals.mark the very tt
great presence of mind in committing a it
good working majority.Baid that the can- pi
cub was on the right track, that the «
empled property couldn't be exempted, r«
and thon and there declared what* the at
judgment of the'court wonld be if the
question were to come before it Here ia Ji
at least one important cafio settled, bo far as 01

:. n ,.._k k >-1 nnttl :L
luu oujikuio uuuii ui u^u oomo (b) re
in ueortl and with no.argnment excbpttbAt p!ol partisan expediency. st
Perhaps there to no truth whatever in vi

the report of this disgraceful proceeding. Ji
But it comes from a respectable Democratic re
newspaper which ueemB to apeak byau- it
thority, and it is made in defense ot the it
party, not to destroy it or any public offl- fa
cers for whom it is responsible. No chapter w
of recent reasseeament history is so shame- I
[ul. p:

FIRST DAY IN COURT. D'
* W

Tlie EcNiiondoutn Aimwer-JIr. Bunnell 0j
Mnhma Remarkable Hfateuient. q|

On Saturday, June 23, John Frew and 0. p;
B. Hart, made answer through their attor* w

neys, W.P.Hubbard,Esq, of Wheeling-, P'
and John A. Hutchinson, Esq., of Parker*
burg. JJJudge Johnson.Gentlemen, are you J"ready to make your'retum to the rule
icsoed a few dajB ago?
Mr. Hubbard.If the Court please, the

return shows it waB execnted by delivering
b copy to Mr. Frew and Mr. Hart; further J?that it "wa<* not flarced tinnn A. W. Damn. CE

bell because he was not in the city of
Wheeling on that day, and to the beat of Jmy information he has not been in this °

S:ate aince last August, nearly one yoarago." Mr. Campbell, ho lar as I know, is ®

not bore by counsel, and I presume on
that velum the proceeding will abate as to J.him. JJ!Judge Johnson.Yes, sir. Tho Court t?will not proceed against Mr. Campbell. ;(Mr. Hubbard.Messrs. Frew and Hart J*are here in person, and by Mr. Hutchinson J,,and myself as counsel.
Before making auswer to that rule they £,

desire as to lay before the Court a state- *

m°nt mad« by the same gentleman' upon Jwhoae communication the order directing 01

Iherule Beems.'.hr part .at least,' to;, have V
been -based* IfMt is the pleasure of tho KCourt I will reaa that statement It is a Jfstatement made by Mr. H. M. Russell in "

response to a letter from myself; which I C(

tenjier for Alin*. It will not be necessary
to read my letter. ?-%"R
The letter referred to by Mr. Hubbard is rj

n the fo lowing language: . . "JWlf/CUM^-HUBBaBD,, ZAttornav-at-Liw, J;N. W. cor. Market and Twelfth ale., f.Wheeling, W. Va. JWiiKEusa4June2G, 18S4. u
Dsau Sir I am counsel for the defense et

in the matter of the rule issued by the n
Supreme Court of Appeals against Mesasra. v>

Frew, Campball and Hart and based upon T
your communication to the Court under n
date of June-H, 1884. Bi

I have received aomo information going ii
to Bhow that your communication was not pmade at tho instance or with the know- a
ledga of your client, Mr. Miller, but that it n
was in (act made at the instance, more or tl
leaa direct, ol th* members of the Court, or G
some of them. Your communication does s
not Rive an impression in accordance with fi
tho information to which I refer, but, per- il
bapp, leaves it to be inferred that it was tl
made wholly of your own motion and t
without consultation with any member oi t
the Oonrt. \ i
I. It mi^ht do you an ir j-istico to aot upon vthe information I have received, without ?
Rivinu you an opportunity to Btate the facts, t
and in order to prevent the possibility of
such irjuaticp, aa well ai to proenre all at- ntainabla evidenca about the matter. I re-' e

anest you to let me know What part, if any, J
ae judges of tho Court of Appeals, oraoy 1

mnnlcation was presented in open coart,either in Btiggeating any each action on
your part, or in conanlting er conversingwith yon on tho subject.The rule being rmurnablo on Saturday,
l i course, desirable that tny clients
should havo the information yon can[nrniflh upon this matter as Boon as pos*nble, and I ehali bo glad if yon can make
It convenient to give me an early answer,

Respectfully yotira,
. w , W. P. HUHUAHO.
21. M. Rusult, Etq,

MR. HDBSKlL'fl STATEMENT.
i*ir. iiubDurd then read to tbe court theeply ol Mr. Rusanll, as follow?:
WHKKLiKQj W. Va., July 20th, 1884.DKAIISIU:

Thtro has jast been handed me yourettor of this date, referring to the role
BBned by the Supreme CJnnrt of Appealsgainst Frew, Campbell & Hart, suggestingbat you had information leadiog you to
uppose that my communication, on whichhat rule was based, waa not made at the
ustance of my client, Mr. Miller, but waa
aado at tbe instance, more or Jeee direct of
be members of tbe court, or aome of them;nd requesting me to inform you what
art was taken by any member of the
ourt in suggesting the communication, or
a counseling or conversing with me on the
abject.
I have no idea what ubo you desire to
lake of tho information, but as my conectionwith the proceeding now pendinguainBt your clienta ended with the proaen-ition to the court of the communication
jferred to, and aa nothing took place be*
veen too and any member of the court
hich.I or, bo far aa I can perceive, the
surf, could have any reason to conceal, I
Bry cheerfully;comply with your request,
y stating, as nearly as I can remember,II that occurred. If I am prolix, and state
ircumatances which have no relevancy to
le point you wiah to reach, it will be be-
iub6 I don't know what that point ib.
Oa one or other of the days on which
le case of Miller vs. Buchanan was
rgued before tbe court I was in Judgeobnson's room, waiting for the court to
jnvene and chatting on indifferent mat- 1
ira. Allusion waa made to the editorial i
hich had appeared in the Imklliqbmckrthe 18th, and I stated that I thougtu it
aaavery improper articlo to be pub- '
abed while the case waa pending before the
3urtandseemed intendedto intimidate the
)urt into deciding the case against the
uuitor. I aatd that I thought aome no",
ce ought to be taken of it. Judge John>ncondemned the article, but intimated
i language which I do not remember, that
le court would not notice it. I said that
would do bo, though without sayinpr how
r when I proposed taking action. JudgeDhnuon asked me not to do so, at least un1alter the case had been argued and subletted,and after we had left the subjectad had begun speaking of other matters,
e returned to it ana repeated his raileat. I believe I made no roply on
ither occasion to bis request, but.eo farielded to it as to defer action until after
le case had been heard.
On Friday evenicg the argument or the
«e was concluded. On Saturday afteroonI met Judge Johnaonin the lower
stridor of the Capitol, aad he then said to
ke that the judges of the court had been
ilkjng oyer the matter, and that while permallythay wmjlji prefer to lot it pasa unotlced,yet they had fconpltjded. tbat a
roper regard for the dignity of the court>quired them to take action of some kind;mt as I was of counsel in the case with
)t0ftingQ to which the article was pubsheaand jj&4 already expressed an inintionof moving In thji mfttter, theyjought I would be a proper person to bring
te matter before the court I replied, that
ly purpose to do bo 0tjU held; that I had
Qly delayed because of his request an4
Bcause I had been too buBy with the arlmentof the case to attend to it. Judge
obpaan then commonted on the article,
uu a» ijid uepgtjjiy 01 iQB courie protect- *

ig itself from piiacku of tjje feind, and \
>okaof Mr. Hart's deserving imprison? fi
lent and Mr. Frew ft line. 1 said, that I c
toagbt it would be very injudicious to £
aprisom Mr. Hart, as it'would create synj? \
ithy lor him and perhaps aroUBe a feeling *

;ainat the court/- We then separated, I i
ipeatingthat I would bring the matter up I
the iirst opportunity.
On the same afternoon I called on Judge t
obnson at his room, after thinking over t
>r copvPFSation. I said to him that myilations with tyh. part's fajnily were very n

lesgant, and that tbers were ptyouiBr
anaep Pointing in Mr. Hart's family of" a m

ary paintul uaturprnrwhieh J related to
ldge Johnaon, bat which I ne^d ngt now pipeat.that would make It very cruel tQ
oprison Mr. Hart. I added that unless b
was understood that there should be no c
oprisonment,' I wnijl4 have to drop the i:
hole thing. The Judge rep]ip4tb&t what s
had said at our laet interview abojffc io;*riaonment bad struck him as very proper, i
at that, at any rate, the circumstances t
hioh ». I related to him would be sufii- e
ent, upon being.brought to.the. attention c
the court, to prevent air, Hart's im-

risonment. -1 then paid I would #0 qn t
ith the proceedings as I had at to pro- t
D8ed to do. We tben had some conver- f
ition about the practice in each proceed- t
igs, and J. told him X would be ready to I
resent the case on tbe following Tuesday t
lorning, and left him.
From that time X bad no conversation or \
jmmunication of any kind with the 1
ourt or any member of it, until Tuesday e
lorning, the day on which my commum- t
ition was presented. c
On Monday tbe communication was pre- \
*red. It was not shot*nor read to any i
arson whatever until I read it in open
mrt, nor did Ispeak of it to any person f
far as I now remember. Mr. Miller was

Dt spoken to on tbe subject because I con- i
dered the action I was about to take enrelyproper for me, as an officer of the c
mrt, to take, on my own motion. While 1
might have refrained/on account of my v
ilationa to his caie, had I had any reason t
pappose that ho would have objected. I c
id not deem it necessary for him to be c
msulted, or his assent secured in advance, s
he duty was not a pleasant one; it was 1
nito as much mine as his. and 1 did not c
ire to shirk it at his expense.* t
On Tuesday morning one or both of the i
aily papers stated that the court had ad- i
lurned from Monday until Wednesday,
lough I had'learned from the crier of the t
>urt that the statement was incorrect. ]
On returning to myoQice a few minutes
Bfor©10jr<Slock on toat day, I learned e
iat Judge Johnsbn-had-stopped-a .short
me betore and had left word: that-he
anted to see me. Going to the Capitol, I
lund-JuUgts Johnson and.Green walking
«ether in the upper corridor. Approach-
ig, I referred to the, message I had re- \jived, and Judge Johnson replied that he 1
lought I might have beeff misled by the
atement in tue paper about "the adjournunitof the Oourt, and as I had askedhim
heth'er Court would be in session otf. >

uesday'and had said I would then be i
»gdy to ^present this matter, he had \
.opped to tell roe that the Court would be
1 seeaion. He asked me if I had the pa*
era prepared.' I had them in my hand, ]
rid said Yes. Judge Greenaaked if X had
lentioned in my papers that Mr. Hart was
tie chief editor. I said X had not. Judge
freeu said I ought to do so, as the reapon*
Lbillty of the editor mi&ht be different
rom that of the publisher. X said X thoughtI either desired to escape on the ground
hat the other was more guilty. I thoughtbat was a matter which should be set up
iy the defense. Judge Green took the op*
losite view. Judge Johnson coincided
?ith me. The diecuesion of the subject
Fas interrupted by the striking of the
iour, and we all went into tho court-room.
At no time did X have any conversation

vith Judge Woods or Judge'Snyder on
Iny t>hase of'.tho subject; nor with eitHer
fudge Green or Judge Johnson, except as
! hare above related. It has not been poa-

peat the whole of any of the conversations
verbatim; bat I think I have Riven thesubstance of all of them, so far as thoy borein any manner on the subject about which
you inquire.

I think you are correct in saying that
my communication to the Court loaves it
to be interred that i: was made wholly ol
my own motion, but I do not think that
anything In that communication jmtifieetbe Inference that I had hail no conversationwith any membsr ol the Court.So far as the communication Itself Is concerned,that was prepared, as 1 have said,without consultation with any one, and nomember of the Court had any part in its
preparation, or knew, in any manner,what was In it, until I read It in open courtSo far aa my action in presenting tbe
commnnication was concerned, I regardedit, and now regard it, as my own from IIrot i
to last. I attributed Judge Johnson's Jspeaking to me on Saturday Bolely to the i
fact that he had previously rtqueslod me
not to act, and to his desire to withdraw r
that request. Had tbe suggestion emanat d I
in the lirst instance from the court or any c
member of it, my communication would '
certainly have .given to the court, and not I
attributed to myself, tiie credit of theing- t>
gestion. " With Great Keep«cf7 '

HKNBTM. KUMKLL. o
IF. P. IMbard, Etg. c
The foregoing wa« prepared Immediately ti

upon the receipt of your letter and with' o
out conference or consultation with any- c
3118. Slnnn wrlHno |»-r ho«« «

Judge Johnson, who agrees with me that c
the statements relating to himself ore *
iccurate. Hknry m. Ruesbll. o

at whosb instance ? ®

Mr. Hubbard.It in, of coomb, import- aint, as yonr honors will sae, to those called b
apon to answer this role to know at whoBe T
Instance the rule in reality fosaed. The {,order of the Court, I believe, does not j|entitle the matter in any way. It does not o
entitle it as a proceeding of* the State 0
jgainBt Messrs. Frew and Hart. It does £not entitle it as a proceeding of the State Jit the relation of Mr. Russell against the *
respondents. The matters stated in thiB *
sommunication, which I presume to be ®!'.acts, Bhow, in the judgment of myself and «

wsociate, that thiB proceeding is really had tfJ
it the instance of the Conrt. Thar, Ithink, is a lair construction of the state* ^nent taken altogether. I do not propose P
;o dwell upon all the statements contained C1
n thiB letter, but simply call attention to
wo Ucl8 which, I think, will warrant the si
ipplication we ahaH make. In the com- w
nunication of Mr. Russell there is no te
itatement that Mr. Hait war at anyime the chief editor of the'htelligbkcbb* The order directinghe rule states that the court was informedo that effect; the information was not de« Siived from the communication made by4r Russell. The or4«r does not state in fQvhat manner the information was derived. ^h at least so far as that allegation of tho wirder and rule is concerned, it may fairly,think, be concluded that the proceeding! ^vaa at the instance of the court, fiat there IQbnnnt«?n«u1 in »v>?o »». « Duncmaut ui lur. xuia- ^[ell oao allegation which, \ think, paricularlywarrants the suggestion we shall ^nake to the court, and that ia the statement *hat Mr. Rassell absolutely refused to go on yvith the proceeding unless it waa under-itood that there should be no imprisonRento{ &Jj\ Hart. It appears that aeaur- Rmcea satisfactory qij tftat subject were;iventohimby one of the jadgea oithe;ourt, who, it may be presumed, would onlylave acted and made the statement be- 4:ause satitfiad liis -views in that re- J.
ipect would ber agreeable to his as- ,Miooiatpe. fboee assurances, havine been le;iven, Mr. Russell prqteeded to flle hie *!iommunication to the Court and the rulesaqpd. Jt seema to ehow to ua'that this)roceeding at the present time, ia its presentshape ia the proceeding ol the Court,)ar response well may be shaped by ai
mowledge of the facta as they really exist n
^4 by the Btatement of those facta as they ct

loght to RPpe^r upon tlje record. We sug ..

;eat that an entry bD now made by the J?Joijrt, showing that this proceeding is car- u
ied on the instance of the Court, and
lot at the instance of- Mr. Russell or any pprivate relator. 111
Judge JohnBon.[Mter consultation withhe associate Judges.] The Court declines Vjo make any such oruer. 5Mr. Hubbard.Will the record show the tJnntinn. oi» onrl *Vio dnniu-i!. »- * * "
....w..| .» kuu uDUiiuauuu lu Krunt II r J.Judge Johnson.We cannot understand a
riiat ib tfoe object of that. We can't an- 01
pretend what object can he obtained by 9?fitting that motion on record. *»
Iftr. |J.qbbard.The object ia 9itnply to tc
how we have eadeavqreu to cauae the rec- et
rd to Bhdw that this proceeding ia at the ®fl
natance of the CaurJ and not at Mr. Roa- 10
ell'a in8tance~
Judge Green.The record already shows £t. I underhand Mr. Huasell in his letter "

o us at first says so, I don't feel bound toncamher the record with everything yon J1hooee to place .upon it. j®Judge Jnhnaon.It doesn't make a par- ni

jg|e of difference whether it waa made at ^he inatanco of the Court, or whether it
paa paade by an attorney at the request'of 10
he Court, or whether we ordered an. at- J£orney to proceed, which we have a right Jro do. *®
Mr. Hubbard.I waa going on to Bay it pi

paa because we have copceived we mayOB8 an advantage to which we are fairly ^intitlad nnnn onr nna*?.»f Hiaf too 16
he record to show we had made the appU- j!ation, so that it could not Bald when
?e had made the anawer that we iiad not &
aade the application. B':
Judge Johnson.We will not order it A

int upon the record now.
Judge Green.If the answer requires it, lc

t will be considered, ®!
Mr. Hubbard.We desire to make an» Jl

ither BDggestion, and do so with great do ®c
orence to the coort. It is a suggestion dl
rhich we conceive it is not .proper for us m
o aTgue, it being a matter, if not for the ®
ourt iteelf, for the conscience, perhaps, ofinecfthe judges; and that ia to eubmir, u
,nd with respect to the court, and particu- $arly to the president of the court, the
inestion of the propriety of his sitting in Be
his case and taking part in the proceed
gs, in view ofihis statements referred to

n Mr. Ruesell's letter. 1B
Judge Johnson.That is addressed to *{nyself individually. I see no reason whyshould not Bit in this case, v 3
Mr. Hutchinson.We present the an- JJwer of John Frew.'" .i."»
Judge Johnson.Read it, sir.J-ai
~, Mr. P»ew'« Answer. ty

"Mr. Hutchinson then read the answer ^>fMr. Frew, as follows; 8t
n the Supreme Court of Appeals of West "
Virginia.In the matter of a rule against o1
John Frew, A. W. Campbell and- C. B. bHalt: '.VBt

^,And now comes the aaid John Frew and6r answer to the eaid rule, to show cause °.ffhyUieshould not be attached for a con-;empVof this court, respectfully sayB: Cl
First.That the said proceeding ia irregu* B1

lar and eaid rule was improvidently award- r"
3d, because said rule was not entered noon a
\ complaint or other information Blip- 81
ported by affidavit, setting forth the mat- 81
ters complained of, but appears to havebeen entered by the court ol ita own mo- J1,lion, lor matters not occurring ia the 11
presence of the, court, and of which the A1
court had no judicial knowledge. Re- u
Bpondent in support hereof relies upon ?and refers to the statement of H. M. liia- Jsell, Esq., this day preeented to the court i]
Second.That tne aaid proceeding is ir- c

regular and the said rule waa improvi- fl

dently awarded, because it ia not ael forth Jeither in the said rule or in the communi- *
cation upon which it purports to be baaed ,at least in part, that the reapondent waa at *

the time of the publication of thu editorial .article complained of,one of the editors, pro-

>..»* « v« |'uvuaucia w» vuo OHIU \X1 UQSUDKJntvluqinciui, or la anywleo connectedtherewith. .J 7Third.That the matters complained ofia ttio gild rule or communication did' notconstitute mlabohavlor in tbe presence oithe court, or so near thereto, aa to obstruct
or interrupt the administration ol justice,or violence,'. ort Wrests ol vlolenoe to ajudge or officer ol the court, or ta a juror,witness or party going to, attending or returningfrom the court, lor or In reepect to
any i^ct or proceeding bad or to be had in
any euch court, or misbehavior ol any officerol the court In hla official character, ordisobedience or resistance ol any officer oithe conn, juror, witness or other person to
any lawful process, judgment, decree ororder of the said court, It being providedby BecHon 27 of chapter 147 of tue code ofWeet Virginia tbat tho courts and judgeshereof may issue attachments for conpmntaunrl mmlolt '

... (.UUIOII lusui Duuiuinriiy amyn the, cases hereinbefore elated. .Fourth.That on the 18'.hof this presentn nth ot Jane, and baforo that time, this3apondent had no knowledge, information
ir belief that the ca°e of The Stole ofWett <S'irpima exrel Joseph Miller, Auditor, t!i. 2',/. 'Buchanan, Aiamor of Brooke County,ipon a petition for mandamus, was in ttieald'Tjourtol Appeals pending and an* jeterralned; or that said case involved the 1

onrititntionality of the exemptions corilnwlinsection 43 of chapter 12 ofthe Actaf'1881, or the propriety of what has beenailed the "supplemental assessment lrderj" or that H. M. Koeso'l, E*q., wasounaei for the relator in eaid cauao. That }eapondonthsd no part in the preparation #(the editorial. mattd complained of, orny knowledge or information of the prep* sradon or publication of the earn?, until titer the Batno had beon published, when je saw it in pilnt in the ea.d Whealing In* ,sLLteaacim.., ?- V. -1 1
Fath.Rsapondent believes it lo be true Ibat on the 23d day of June,'1881; being tlie dite of the said communication, and m- iLUnuL -
u lup z;«u uay oi Jane, 1884, when the ,rcler^n this matter was made by tbia c
[onorable Court awarding the eaid rale, *

rew, Campbell &. Hart, consisting of John J,rew, A. W,-Campbell, and 0/ B, Hart, t«ere the proprietorsand publishers oi the blid Wheeling Intelligencer, taid 0. B. U[art was the chief editor thereof. Be- 4jondent further believes it to be true, ljmt on the 18 .h day of June, 1884, an edi- o>rial article in the words quoted was c.rinted in the said Wheeling Intelliuen- ICB. 8Wherefore this respondent respectfully hibmita that the eaid rule to jshow cause tlhy he should not be attached lor conmptshouldbo discharged.'
John Frew.W.P. Hubbard,Jno. A. Hutchinson, -V hAttorneys for respondent. ^Ate of West Virginia, Ohio county, towil:

John Frew, the respondent named in the jiregomg answer, being duly Bworn says Bllat the faota and allegations therein con* cjIned are true, except so far as they are uleruin stated to be upon information, andtat aj far as they are therein stated to be
pan information, he believes them to be
ue. v JounFbew.Taken, sworn «Jid subscribed beiore me *
lis 28 .h day of Jane, 1834.

J. B. Oowden,otary Public in. and for Ouio county,West Virginia. dMr. Hutchinson.The answer of Mr. f<iart is here, sir. Shalt we read it?
4 udge Johnson.R«ad it, sir. "

^
JTIr. Ilart'n Answer. £Mrl HutchlnEoiLthen read the answer of 1<[r. Hut, toguiher with the affidavit and ftter mentioned therein, as followe:

1 the Supreme Court of Appeals of West B'
Virginia. la the" matter of the rule N
against John Frew, A. W.Campbell and *\C. B. Hart.tiAnd now comes the said 0. B. Hart, vid for answer to the eaid rule to show ejvufie why. be should not be attached for a 0,>nt«mpL of this court respectfully aaje: 6([Eisaaons Fitofr, Second and Third, of a]Lr, Han's auawer are the same as qlose set forth in Mr. Frew's, given above.] CJFourth.Respondent believes it to.bo
ue that on the 231 day of Jane, 1884, beigthe date of the eaid communication,id on the 24;n day of June, 1884, when lc
ie order in this matter was made by this 3onorable Court awarding the said role, wrew, Campbell and Hart, consisting" of w
ihn Frew, A. "W. Campbell' and-0. B. tjart, were the proprietors andpnblis&era «
the said Wheeling.Intelligences, tand t
id 0. B. Hart was chief editor thereof. ®jespondent farther believes it to be trae, I >
iat on'ttie 18;h day of Jane, 1884, an |ljj
iiiormi.tttucie in me words quoted m the ^
id role was published in the said Wheel- U
Its INTELUQESCKR. '*£; f:Fifth.That bbfore the 31at * day of e
ogust, 1S83, there was published in'the *i
reenhrier Independent, a newspaper'of k
mtral circulation, published in the State 'M
West Virginia, an editorial article re V

rring to the questions involved in what
is beencalleu the "Supplemental: Assess* t
ent Order,''and the propriety of the act .vthe Gjvernor in suggesting to the Audi- u
ir the 'issuing ol a circular to Assessors tl
quiring them to assess property exempt L
um assessment under seel ion 43 of chaprl2of the Acts of 1881',-and the prorietyof the act of the Auditor in issuing B
ich order. The eaid article stated that J<
ie Governor had called together in-con- trreneethe leading Democratic members
the Legislature, and further stated, "

Chat all, however, approved of the Bogistionthat the Governor Bhould direct **
ich a letter a3 he afterwards wrote to the JJ,1uditor, and that the Auditor should issue |circular to the ABaeaaors, inatrncting Jjlem to aesiss all property not legally ex- H
not from taxation. Three of the
idges of the Court cf Appeals were ®

tnsulted as to the scope of their Hl
vision, and > to i; them were subitted,a. letter.and circular, whioh theyramined, revised and approved." The si
icision there referred to was that of the
ourt of Appeals in the cue of the Ohesa* &mke & Ohio Railway Company va. Miller, '*

>, W. Va- This respondent is not in pos- i
saton of a copy of^ the Greenbrier Inde- 5
indent containing the.aaid article and haB w
3t had time to procure one since the isau- tfc
ie of the said rule.; AcobvTbf the Mid'
tiole, however, waa published in the ,Reeling Daily lsrsiuoxxcti'61 August "
l, 18S3, and a copy ol the lfttauofaiou -to
that date, containing the Bald copied ar- ;cle is herewith filed ua part of this answer u.
id the" Gonitis asked to refer tothe same, ,The editor snd'pnblisher ol the GreenrierIndependent at the time the lost men- pi
oned article waa published, was Mr. B.F.
latlow^a. man or good, character, and
arniing, a lawyer by profession, being, aa
ispondent believes, a member of the bar "

this Court, and^aa a man ol consldera- "V
le pecuniary means. -He belonged, and r

ill belongs, to the Bame political party aB tc
le Governor, Auditor and all themem here b<
LthW Court, aa' it waa constituted at the
me ol the Bald publication, and as-Ujs now at
imstiiuted. He reBideB in the same town a
3 one of the judges of this court, and as
ispondent bad been at all times informed, a
aa now believes, is and waa at the time of n
ich publication a warm and intlmate'per* n
jnai irierid of thatjaog$A j '" ^. E
It is plain that tuat article waa not on

iendlyto the Oouft, or intended to be do;
ie object of its publication evidently being ^
3 defend and justify the Governor and Anitorand not to attack the Court* That artl- fle, however, in cfleet said, that three mem»
era of this Court had inadvanc? expressed
beir opinion upon cases wnjcb .might 1
ome before tbem as judges, ^.contained (
seriouJ charge agaiuat those'judges**,vlt ionstituted a libel, for vrhicjtail untrueV
he editor and publisher of the'Greenbrier ;
rndejyeniUnt waB liable to conviction npon ,<ndictmenr. and was repponsible for dam* (
igea In a civil action. If, auyl.thing pub*' ]

Continued on Third Page,
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ST!LLJLEATING >

For a Bell-wether to Lead Tlicm i
.to Defeat. «

The Now Tort Delegation Adopt* jthe Unit llulo ,
'i

Much to the Dlsgast of Sachem 1

Kelly of Tammany t<
11

Who Threaten* to Kick Oat of the ti
Traces of JteBtraint

. 8f
If the Convention Does Not (Jnash

the Proceedings.
th

Cleveland and McDonald Predicted °i
as a Ticket. tb

pt
Sorrow, Sighs and War Paint in
the West Virginia Delegation. *'

T()xcial DUpatch to the Intelligencer*
m|Ouiciao, Ilu , Joly 7'To-day hue Been |nl

nTfcly a repetition o{ tbe bcents ol coo- on
tuion and distraction oi yesterday. Kelly's vc
.rrlval,.It was hoped, would tend to settle
be" matters ol a nomination, bnttheTam- T,
any chiefs repugnance to Cleveland is

rrepreeslble, and neither cnjoiing, nor
iromlsi e ol the most unbounded license in sal
hedistribntionofspol]s,can overcome Liza* Bt
I wlU not^Wt^ hanid to^ elect him," said mlle.iut night in the, presence ol scores, and
sis morning he reiterated his statement. 7bkiogs cpunty's adhesion has been given 1
> Cleveland which makes imperatively m0perative the unit rule agreed on at Sara- ,.

........ V16
luttuuiug liei oeen at wore since daygbtcrjBtaliziDg-the Cleveland following froi1 the various Slates, and to-night it is ainfidently asserted Cleveland and Mc*bnald will be the ticket Flower, Field, ^
locum and the large stud of dark horses yw
ave been turned loose to browBe for astlemsolves.

ex{
The Ohlu Oelegntlon.

xdal Dltpaichto.lhe IiUcUljencer,
Chicago, July 7..The Ohio delegation
bb been caucusing for the last twenty four lh
ours in the hope of uniting the delegation ^ad presenting the name of Thurman,ohnR. McLean, it is understood, con- *
anted to concede this point if he was made too
hairman of the < 'delegation. He was preuanimously chosen and will support jfljhurman, if it euita him.

^
THE Wtsr ViHUlMIANS. Mc

be OifBDlntloB oi me Stale Del?ra- cu'
clou-Uohsr'H Trlaui{ih. Ian

!iecial DispatchUV* Intelligencer.: i' >. - aQCuicaqo, July 7..The West Virginia ar(jelegation met this morning and mada the wai
illowing appointments: Chairman, D, H. *a

ieonard; Permanent Orginizition/Geo.
7. Thompson; Resolutions and Platform, ma[enry G. Davis; Credentials, Wesley Mol- the
ihan, Vice-Prevident,'-Frank Herefordi 8re
awifl Baker was unanimously elected to jjj
icuocu aiba vauiputju cj a memoer ol the
'ational Committee. Col. Campbell ar« be
ved here this morning and is much proa- ,

^
ated by reason of malarial fever. He is
Bry indignant because Mr, Biker was C^)I
lected and unhesitatingly sayB it means ®Jejoils. He.says Biker has injired him in Jiviveral ways, and be does not propose to ^*3
low the matter to drop. He says with {te disaffection filiating among theDamo- °el'
rats Blaine will carry West Virginia. dec

i ,>;?ALL BPL1T UP. jjjjjThe West Virginia delegation took abal- tim
it this morning, as ; follower Cleveland 4, in
ayard3, Randall 3, Thurman2. Baker ^
as yesterday a strong Randall man bat
i-day is aa strong for Cleveland. The
ew Yorkpannty, the Irving hall and the
ammany Democracy this afternoon were
oseted for several hoars with the West c
'irginift delegates for and against Oleve- Nat
na. To*morrow morning the California n0Qemocrats will confer with them in rela- oM,
on to Justice Field.t
0ver foriy *.V£est Virginians came in this njjiorning. f:There is a great scramble for ticketsamong them, and some bad blood ?>*:»
the result of disappointment J. P. St. tV
[yers is Sargeant-at-Arma. ol the'West ?tqirginia delegation.

riEcisG OUT. bq\,
The following alternates were selected by Ho
lo'daliuMtDa » »<»« ^n
iuuwiv^bko hj-ub; iu wiucr to piece UQl v**,
le aupplyr of tickets: Dalegatesat-large, £j0;6wia Baker, Joseph Vanmeter, B. F. Har- ed t
w and D. H/Lsonard. Alternates, John Th*
ircb, E.1 J. Davis, Randolph Stelnaker,
>seph B. Neal. First Congressional' Dia- jJJjict Delegates, W. 8. Lively, Ed. McDon- Oht
til; alternates,A.AVobdwwd,J. Crawford. ryjJ!
scond Congressional district.Delegates,ion. H. G?Davis, Charles E.. Wellf; alter- *

iitep. W. G. Brown, Jr., J. E Watson. 1
hird Congressional district.Delegates, AJei
r. Moliohan, Frank Hereford; alternates, ttnt
* 8."Walker, E. C. Hogg. Fourth district j*10'Delegates, G. W. Tbompson, Charles T. J°reali; alternates, E- T. Carpenter, Lewis
ihon. cha

,,, bee
GOVEBftOti JlCliNQN VOtt

.1v conlira Up the-Animal* bjr an Attaek on D0Ej V Joba HelJjr.
<ecial blipatch to the InttUlatnecr. j0Q.Chicago, July 7..Governor Jackson ant:
ade a somewhat remarkable' speech'ita' hat:
le roomB of the West Virginiadelegatibri j
lis evening. He recommended the ex- Moileion.o! John Kelly, Tammany Hall and
1 factions inimical to Democratic in- C
in.il.- T»-_ !- .J-t-
A>cn,ut iUli iuuo wouiucmuu party go 10 geBE

ill than gointo any compromiae that will in t
ivolve & sacrifice of its old time princi- be a

les and traditions," werehia words. |*0JThe speech created quite a aenBation.
Col. White apoke thia evening to the eari
andali Club, which aerenaded the West Btoc
'irglnla delegation. }: P1*
Weat Virgin id ia very likely to go over J0,1

> Cleveland as a body after the firat or anc

jcond ballot con

George Tingle ia here from Montana fj?aIrring up things pretty lively for the moat Pe?
mailable candidate,.Dal
IfThurma^'fl namedoeanotgo before the co°
onvention he will be permanent Chair- i
lan. It ifl generally conceded that if r*
othing anpervenda Cleveland and Mctonaldwill be the ticketirjj

TABBAnt UILL
nil Hot Support Clev«laDd Under Any me

Clj-camt'aacM.-' \»
pecid JH&akh to the Jnielligencer. \vol
Chicago/ July 7..'Tammany Hall to- Th

light met and' determined- not to aupport IQ'
Jovernor Cleveland either before or alter
Anamination.. Jobn Kelly told your To^Respondent to-night "that under no cirjumalancea^could he do anything'for ; (
Cleveland; McDonald, Randall, Riyard, be
Flowe^or any, other good man can carry tei
tfew Toik, Butler la the moat promf* wi

' *. 1

\: l: XA

Dtnt mis ol *11 to-day, and )j tbe moit
popular la the country."
Th« Ohio delegation wont all to atioka

>nlghL The Thurman men went Into a
illnd pool with John McLean laat night,ind ua noff.flonndering In the mud that
W h,i. P P*r«d to throw on Mo
.sin. Thurman haa exactly fouitten
otoe and /oar ol theee are doubtiul. Theilicomflture ol Thurman la a blow aimedt Warner by McLean and Oolonel W. F'hompson as a receipt (or old acoree. Theloadly boom will bs revived to-morrow.Ben Butler said to your correepondent)-day: "Cleveland's nomination will beital to Democratic hopes. Mr. Kelly will
Bum wiiu mm. i nave a snow;et, bat Ilink Cleveland has not."

Brlectlou of I'uuim llicemoa.
«etal Dityilch to the IiddilQcnttr,
Omcaoo, III , Jaly 7..The National
Dmmittee met this afternoon and tried to
im a rtaolullou making the selection of
e National Committeemen Incumbent
ton the several State Conventions of the
unlw. The resolution was defeated bye men on the committee who had got'noes there by trickery.
On Account of till Lung rower,

vial Duintch to Intelligencer.
Chicago, Jaly 7..Gov. Uabbard, of
xas, baa been chosen Temporary Chair- 1
in of the convention on account of his 1

QS power, it being estimated he is the I
ly man who can fill the hall with his <ice.

,f IM THE MKUtTlTK. |
Mien Expllclllr Mum Tfcnl Ut Will 1

aot accept. i
Sew York, Jaly 7..The following is an 1
Lhentic copy of a communication to Mr. jmam, Chairman of the National Com- (ttee, from Mr. Tilden: t

Grkybtonk, Jaly 0,1884." f
Hen. ll'm. II. Bamum, Chicago, lit. ':,'Jhave received yonr telegram informing .of a disposition to nominate mo for li
Presidency, and asking, "Will you t

ept an unanimous, nomination jji? the convention?" and also [,;telegram from Mr. Manning tl
ing "It Beams absolutely necessary that *
i (IJ should answer Birnum's telegram
loon as posaible." Your inquiry wsb
liicitly answered in the negative by my xer ofJune 10th. 8. J. Tilden.

FOBHlBtirllK LIMES.
6 State Dclficutluus That llave Dc- ?

closed lhtir Preference. J'
/iiicaoo, July 7..Very few of the States ^
ich perfected an organizition to-day
k a teat vote as to their Presidential *

ferences. The position of Pennsylvania ^
mown to be for Randall, Delaware for tl
jrard and Indiana and Kentucky for h
Donald. It ia given out that Connect!iwill cast her twelve votes for Gleve* *

d. Iowa to-day took a vote and will on ai
informal ballot give Cleveland 2i, Bay2and Tilden 2 votee; one blank vote
s cast. The Georgia delegation to-day
s addreeeed by Gen. Faulkner, of New P
rk, who presented the objectioni to "
veland'a candidacy. The reply waa JJde for Cleveland by Joaeph Pulitzer, of *

World, who apoke at length and with
at earneatnecs. The impression .made 11
the delegation was favorable to UJeve- e:
d. While there was no formal vote it 11
a understood the vote of Georgia would K1
cast for him. a
Jermont instructed her chairman to cast &
voteaaa unit for Cleveland. 'Maesa- "

isette is solid for Bntler, bat, in the w
mt of-his defeat, the delegation will be
ided between McDonald, Thurman and r<
rard. %- -

t iB contended that the split in the Ohio
pgation is in a measure healed. It islared that McLean will be choeen chair- ii
a, the adherents of Thurman making
move, but it is claimed, at the eame

e that Thurman hse twenty-seven votesthe delegation. New Hampshire in- ®

icted its delegation lor Cleveland. hi
. itT11E N&llOllAL COBBllTTEE. ^

d Result of lis Deliberations Tester* Si
dajcTeioporarj OOlcerM. d(

nicAuo, III , July 7..The Democratic
ional Committee began its session at
n( to-day, Chairman' Barnum, Pre- a)
ng. Mr. Barnes, ofGeorgia, nominated at
Justus 0. Bacon, of Georgia, for tempo- oi
j chairman of the Convention. Mr. tt
ckdale, of Texas, nominated Governor a!jertB. Hubbard, of Texf a. Mr. Martin, zr
Mississippi, nominated Charles E. n
oker, ot MiBaiesippi. The Committee liseeded to ballot with the following re- m
: "Whole number of votes cast 37. wbbard;received. 22, Bacon 9, Hooker 6, bimotidn of Mr. Prince the'nomination biHubbard was made unanimous. On tition of Mr. Hewitt Mr. Prince wss electemporarysecretary of the Convention. 81Hollowing were elected assistant^ eec- aiiriee: B L. Merritt, Illinois; Gen. >V. ai
:hrie, Pennsylvania; G. L. Johnson, e\
ra; Kobert M. Bashlord, Wisconsin; bi
tries M. VaUandtugham, Missouri, Hen- ccr. Lynn, Tennessee; Michael J. Barrett, F
* Jersey. \ w
ae commmee aecmea to recommend di
he Convention that the roles of the last tl
nocratic Convention govern this body ^il otherwise ordered. The following mliflcation'was made: "That in voting G
candidatea for President and Vice- Jiaident no State shall be allowed to ci
nge its vote nntil tna roll of States has M
n called and every State has cast its c<a." As a result of a long discussion the olimittee decided that undetached cou- aj
s will not be accepted for admission to fifConvention hall. The Committee ad* c«rned till 10 o'clock to-morrow with no viicipation of having any businessman hi

.f^TBE UMlT KDLE ?'
i»t go In Kcw Yorii-cievelnnd Carries githb Delegation.;c. ai
dicaoo, Jnly 7..The;New York dels- tr
on met at 11 o'clock and continued in ^
ion four houra. Great interest centered $hiB meeting as havlngVverjTimnortant C
ring on the final action of the Co'nven* la
j, andlbe hallway' in front of the rbo'm thvhictrlhe session was held was filled vc
h a ttirong ol people anxious to secure \
Iy tidings of the result. It was undertdthat at a meeting last night Tam-
ay decided to insist on a two-thirds ma- m
ty for the enforcement of the unit rule, Q1the question wsb whether that number R|Id bo mustered. There was a long diauioD,Ihs tenor of wbich has not yet ~

n learneu. ivamorH 01 iao reeau 01 ice w

loting crept oat from time to time but J1Id not be verified* 1 Jfbe following is given as the baUota °

en for Presidential preferences. Firet x
jrmal ballot, 'Cleveland 40; Flower 23; ~

iirman 1; Bayard 1; Tilden 1. l<
lecond or formal ballot, after changes; J:iveland 47; General Slocam 15; Bayard ~

?lowerl. It ia understood the Flower °

n complimented Slocam and Bayard 0

h the view thereby of'winning the J
;ca of Kings county in the convention. 11
e vote on the enforcement of the unit 1

o stood 64 to 8. /. /

A HlUBBOBN FIUI1T

be Undo In ilieConvention AkaIdbi 1

the Unit itnle, 1
Chicago, July 7..The threat that baa J
en vaguely made heretofore of an at- ,
npt to defeat the unit rule was renewed c
Ih great vigor this afternoon and it is <

now believed that a fight will bo made inthe Convention which will be led by Turnmany,and it is concetded that it it wins hwill seriously complicate tho situation andl*ave tho Cleveland opposition in NewYork free to act.
While Flower's campaign appeals tobavo ended ob a result of the omens thisafternoon, hlA supporters contend that theyare not opposing Cleveland, and that if theunit rulo is defeated three who went overto Blocum will re>nrn to Flower and makeit a rallying point for his Bupporterp.A caucus was held to day in John Kelly'sroom with tho purpose cf organisinga campaign against the unit rule. Mr Kellycontends that tho National Convention sof 1808 ordered that the unit rule could bedispensed with any time at the option ofany subsequent convention. Ah a resultof the caucus it la declared that Miisachusetts,Iowa, Kansas, Delaware andother States have decided to support theproposition on the floor ot the convention.The MoB*achu8et9 delegation .held ameeting this afternoon which was addressedby General Butlor In which he said: "Iwill support the nominee of thin cnnvon.

lion no matter who h« mAv he."
THIS AKH Yotk CAUCUS

Hreally FuconrnncH me Mi»n»uer» of
aoreruorC'lcvcIattd'i lloaui.

Ouicauo, July 7..The excltiDg event of
he day waa the struggle Is. the New York
ielegatiou, and the heavy vote palled in
avor of the nnit rale, it was argued, would
orce the Tammany opposition into a clcee
;orner. But notwithstanding what appear>ilto bo a famous victory .of the Clevelai d
blowers very few lealeis were willing o
:oncedo the untrammelled success of Oieveandin tho balloting, owing to the fiercelature of the struggle and a failure of a porionof the delegation to come out openlyor a mojori'y candidate. It has been acknowledgedhad the caucus ended .with a
lertainty that New York would cast fcerullvJte.for Olevel.nd-sufficient Westernnd Southern stiength would Heat hand tooake his nomination sire. The fact of aiclc of unanimity in the deletion is now
>«ingU8fcdby ibe friends ot othtr.candiatesin pressing their claims for recogniion.Cleveland's managers are in highgather, however, and claim n a result of
tie day's work the hn already been
'on and that it only requiree the tilting of
ae Convention to«u«l t.^e v?n»ory.

Hblit It's n (Ju.

amumny Will aiijichI to tbn Convert
Hon lo hmitfth ttio Hull HUlc.

Chicago, July 7..Ia aa interview, with
Times reporter immediately after theadjurnment'ofthe caucus o! tho New York
elegation thia Afternoon John Kelly said:
If the delegation dooa not reconsider Its
ction and still ina'iBta upon presentingIteveland'e name Tammany wili appeal to
ae conventioa. We shall atate our case
aere clearly and plainly and attempt te
ave the unit rule broken. If the convenonrefuaea to do it the responaibili y reatarith it. We will havo done our duty.""Whom elae can New York present ?"Bked the reporter.
"Slocum," replied Kelly."Would he make a strong candidate?''"I don't know. lam not clear on thatoint He io popular in the State and haslade atrong rune, but whether he would
e a good man for President, I can't say.!he fact te, wo want a candidate who has
een enough identifisd with the NaonalGovernment, and who haa had
xperience enough to be called a atatealan.Cleveland mado a good Mayor, andood Sheriff; but aa Governor he haB beenfailure. Blocum has made a good ConreaBman,but how l.o would do aaPreBientia problematical. We want a man of,Un 1 1 » _? "<uu vnvuv.o ouu uiuau VJtJWH."
"Are there any here who would fill theseiqnirementa?"
"Yet; two.Bayard aLd McDonald."'

A coni'HoniNi:
a the flfcw York C'nni|i, and How It was

Ilronictit About.
Chicago, Jaly 7.In regard to the caucus
the New York delegation the Daily Newi
as the following additional pointa: "Havigfailed to break the Cleveland colamn
te next move of his opponents was tonaah the unit rale. It had already beenecided by Kelly's followers that thislould be attempted as a last
sort. "When the motion made to
ist the Beventy-two votes of Ndw York
s a unit for Cleveland it waa met by a
orm of objections and the real fight waa
a. John Kelly, Senator Gradyand others
irew themselves into the breach. They;tacked Cleveland's availability and iatilateda bolt might occur if Cleveland'sominatiou waa forced upon them, butally cooled off and said they did n«t
ieanit. Then they declared the unit rule
aa an injuatica and that they would not be
sand by it Grady declared the State
id no right to instructdelegated from disicta.
The Cleveland men insisted that, the
ate convention appointed the delegatesid had authority to inatruct them upon
ly and all questions. It waa urged that
rery delegate, who waa attempting toreak the rule ha^voted for it in. the State,,myention and-promised to abide 6y it.
or over two hours the exciting diecusaion
as continued, and-then the Tammanyslegates anke'd for an adjournment that
ley might have a chance to consult. This
as granted and a recess waB taken. A few
inutea afterward Senator Grady and
eneril 8pinola, after a hurried talk with
)hn Kelly, edged their way through the
owd and were ushered into Chairman
[anning's private room, where a longmaultation with a view to a compromisethe differences failed to result in an
p-eement. When the delegation reas*
imbled there was another exciting, dis^ J ;* .laeion. In the mfantime two more
jtea had teen gained for Cleveland, and
e» cow had 49 at his back. It waa finallytreed the State should yoto as a
ait, but the anti Cleveland men insisted
tat an explanation of tho vote should be
ven the convention. ThiB was conceded
id a vote taken upon the final motion
tat the chair should announce that 40
?l*efttes of New Yojk are for Cloveland,id 23 for Bayard, Flower and Slocum.but
lat under the imtructionB of tbo Stato
onvention the 72 votes are cast for Claverid.'This motion was adopted, 91.to 11,
io Tammany delegates and two others
>ting against it.

ohnOV McLenu Wuih.
CmcAGO^July .7..'The Ohio delegation
et at 3 p. m. John R. McLean was
lanimoualy elected chairman, A. S.
aields a member of the Committee on
redentiale, Darbin Ward member of the *
ommittee on Permanent Organization,ad M.D. Shaw member of the Commis>eon Rules and Order of Business. A
dht then occurred on admitting > J., 0.
onvereeon the proxy of L G- Bernard,
lonverse was admitted by 20 to 19, a vic* m»t * ' » ..»
irvtui iud xuuAjcau men, a. j. warner x.nd J. 0. Converse were nominated for
lomraittpfl on Resolutions. Converse won
y 20 to 18. ThiB shows the real strength! the two fjctionB. W.' W. Armstrong
?aa elected by acclamation a member of
he National Committee. Jacob Mueller
ras elected Vice President by acclamation.

A Hnlbet-'a CarvlemiiiciiN.
Hutchinson, Kab , Jnly 7 .Three chilIrenbelonging to a family named Harris,

iviug near the Kingman county line, were
rarntd to death yesterday. The mothor "

eft the children at home and went to a 1 A ^leighbor's on an errand. Upon returningibefound the house in flames. The chil«iren were burned to a crisp,


